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2143, To prevent the use of certain bank in-
struments for unlawful Internet gambling, and 
for other purposes; 

‘‘Yea’’ on rollcall vote No. 254 on the 
amendment offered by Representative SEN-
SENBRENNER to H.R. 2143, To strike language 
in the bill which states that a bet or wager 
does not include ‘‘any lawful transaction with a 
business licensed or authorized by a State’’; 

‘‘No’’ on rollcall vote No. 255 on H.R. 2143, 
To Prevent the use of certain bank instru-
ments for unlawful Internet gambling, and for 
other purposes; and 

‘‘Yea’’ on rollcall vote No. 256 on H. Res. 
252, expressing the sense of the House of 
Representatives supporting the United States 
in its efforts within the World Trade Organiza-
tion (WTO) to end the European Union’s pro-
tectionist and discriminatory trade practices of 
the past five years regarding agriculture bio-
technology.

f 

b 1915 

AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO 
MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 2143, UN-
LAWFUL INTERNET GAMBLING 
FUNDING PROHIBITION ACT 

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that in the engrossment 
of the bill, H.R. 2143, the Clerk be au-
thorized to correct section numbers, 
punctuation cross-references and to 
make such other technical and con-
forming changes as may be necessary 
to reflect the actions of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BASS). Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 660 

Mr. PASTOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to have my name 
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 660. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona? 

There was no objection. 
f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 660 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to have my name 
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 660. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona? 

There was no objection. 
f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
CONGRESSIONAL-EXECUTIVE 
COMMISSION ON THE PEOPLE’S 
REPUBLIC OF CHINA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to 22 U.S.C. 6913, and the order of 
the House of January 8, 2003, the Chair 
announces the Speaker’s appointment 
of the following Members of the House 
to the Congressional-Executive Com-
mission on the People’s Republic of 
China: 

Mr. LEVIN, Michigan, 
Ms. KAPTUR, Ohio, 
Mr. BROWN, Ohio. 

f 

REPORT ON NATIONAL EMER-
GENCY CREATED BY ACCUMULA-
TION OF WEAPONS-USABLE 
FISSILE MATERIAL IN THE TER-
RITORY OF THE RUSSIAN FED-
ERATION—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 108–83) 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-

fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on International Relations and ordered 
to be printed:
To the Congress of the United States: 

As required by section 401(c) of the 
National Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 
1641(c), and section 204(c) of the Inter-
national Emergency Economic Powers 
Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), I transmit here-
with a 6-month periodic report pre-
pared by my Administration on the na-
tional emergency with respect to the 
risk of nuclear proliferation created by 
the accumulation of weapons-usable 
fissile material in the territory of the 
Russian Federation that was declared 
in Executive Order 13159 of June 21, 
2000. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 10, 2003.

f 

CONTINUATION OF NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY CREATED BY ACCU-
MULATION OF WEAPONS-USABLE 
FISSILE MATERIAL IN THE TER-
RITORY OF THE RUSSIAN FED-
ERATION—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 108–84) 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-

fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on International Relations and ordered 
to be printed:
To the Congress of the United States: 

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the 
anniversary date of its declaration, the 
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a 
notice stating that the emergency is to 
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent the enclosed notice, 
stating that the emergency declared 
with respect to the accumulation of a 
large volume of weapons-usable fissile 
material in the territory of the Rus-
sian Federation is to continue beyond 
June 21, 2003, to the Federal Register for 
publication. The most recent notice 
continuing this emergency was pub-
lished in the Federal Register on June 
20, 2002 (67 FR 42181). 

It remains a major national security 
goal of the United States to ensure 
that fissile material removed from 
Russian nuclear weapons pursuant to 
various arms control and disarmament 
agreements is dedicated to peaceful 
uses, subject to transparency meas-
ures, and protected from diversion to 
activities of proliferation concern. The 
accumulation of a large volume of 
weapons-usable fissile material in the 
territory of the Russian Federation 
continues to pose an unusual and ex-
traordinary threat to the national se-
curity and foreign policy of the United 
States. For this reason, I have deter-
mined that it is necessary to continue 
the national emergency declared with 
respect to the accumulation of a large 
volume of weapons-usable fissile mate-
rial in the territory of the Russian 
Federation and maintain in force these 
emergency authorities to respond to 
this threat. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 10, 2003.

f 

CONSTITUTION IS NOT 
IRRELEVANT 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, when have my colleagues 
heard of the Constitution being thrown 
to the side as if it is not relevant? Just 
a minute ago, I heard a headline news 
item that says it may not be important 
about the question of weapons of mass 
destruction. 

Mr. Speaker, I happen to disagree. I 
believe when the American people 
move toward war the truth must be 
told. I believe it is crucial that we have 
an independent investigation, a special 
prosecutor, an independent commission 
to determine the veracity of the truth 
of the intelligence community upon 
which this Congress relied. 

The war was declared without an ac-
tual vote of this Congress under the 
Constitution under article 1. Now they 
tell us when young men and women are 
on the front lines, when we have lost 
lives, when young men and women are 
still dying in Iraq, it is irrelevant 
about the weapons of mass destruction. 

Mr. Speaker, our Congress will be ir-
relevant and the American people will 
be ashamed of us if we do not find out 
the credibility of the intelligence com-
munity and demand the truth be told 
to the American people. 

I am calling for an independent com-
mission, and I believe we need to stand 
on the truth so that as we fight wars 
we will fight them united as Ameri-
cans, knowing the truth. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FEENEY). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, and 
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under a previous order of the House, 
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

HONORING AL DAVIS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. RANGEL) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, Albert J. 
Davis was the chief economist on the 
Democratic staff of the United States 
House Committee on Ways and Means. 
He died Friday, May 30, 2003, of injuries 
caused by a car hitting him on May 19 
in Arlington, Virginia, outside of the 
Metro stop on his way home from 
work. He was only 56 years old. 

Mr. Speaker, it would be impossible 
for me to list all of the people who 
have come up to me since the accident 
to tell me how much Al meant to them. 
He had such a personal one-on-one rela-
tionship with so many Members of this 
body, so many staff, so many journal-
ists, that all the meetings I had last 
week became times of reflection on 
Al’s life. Whether I was meeting with 
other senior Democratic Members or 
columnists from a weekly news maga-
zine or the experts on tax legislation, 
we forgot what we were meeting for so 
that we could pay honor to Al. 

I could not help thinking that it was 
indeed a blessing that Al could have 
touched so many people so deeply 
through his hard work, his intel-
ligence, and his good humor. Al worked 
nearly 20 years for this great institu-
tion of democracy, first on the House 
Committee on the Budget staff, at 
least the last 5 years at Ways and 
Means. He was one of those staff mem-
bers who, though he never had to an-
swer directly to the voters, devoted 
every minute to bettering the lives of 
ordinary working people. 

Though he appeared soft spoken and 
cerebral, Al Davis was passionate 
about defending the interests of the 
working men and women of this coun-
try. Using charts and spread sheets and 
solid numbers, Al was a powerful fight-
er for economic justice. 

He loved his job. He loved providing 
information to Members. His analysis 
was so honest that Members from both 
sides of the aisle would ask him for in-
formation even though they would dis-
agree with him. 

While Al was seldom quoted or men-
tioned in newspapers or on television, 
he had a profound effect in shaping leg-
islation, publicizing poor policy, and 
changing minds. 

Al is survived by his companion of 20 
years, Mary Bielefeld. Mary’s an in-
credibly kind and strong woman in her 
own right. Her strength has given those 
of us who worked with Al strength. 
Like Al, Mary works in public service 
as an attorney at the United States De-
partment of Justice. They never got 
rich serving the people of this Nation, 
but they had a full and rich life in each 
other’s company. 

Al worked long hours when he 
worked here, often to midnight or 1:00 

a.m. in the morning on days. He loved 
the outdoors. He loved getting to know 
the wilderness, and he shared these ex-
periences with Mary and his close 
friends. 

Most of all, Al valued honest govern-
ment. He was mainly frustrated when 
people would cook books or fudge the 
numbers simply for political gain. Al 
believed that government in a democ-
racy should be honest. He devoted his 
life to making sure that it was. He de-
bunked myths whether they were 
Democratic or Republican. In a polit-
ical environment too used to skirting 
around politically inconvenient facts, 
Al promoted honest opinion, honest 
budgets, and honest analysis. 

Al’s death is a loss for the entire 
Nation.

f 

PRESCRIPTION DRUG PLAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, a number of us met today to review 
the Republican prescription drug ben-
efit plan that is going to be presented 
before this House in the not-too-dis-
tant future. I have not seen the Demo-
crat plan, but I am sure it has some of 
the same benefits and some of the same 
problems. 

One of the problems that bothered 
me the most was that the pharma-
ceutical industry is going to continue 
to be able to charge exorbitant prices 
for many of the prescription drugs that 
are going to be covered under the pre-
scription drug benefit bill, and that 
really bothers me. 

For the last several weeks, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT), myself, and many others on 
both sides of the aisle have been look-
ing into and complaining about the ex-
orbitant prices that are being charged 
to Americans as compared to the peo-
ple in Canada and France and Germany 
and Spain and other parts of the world. 
We pay the highest prices for prescrip-
tion drugs of any country on the face 
of the Earth; and when we start trying 
to, as Americans, to buy prescription 
drugs, the very same drugs that are 
sold here in America, from Canada, 
from pharmacies in Canada, where they 
charge maybe one-fifth or one-half or 
one-tenth the price of what they are 
here, the Food and Drug Administra-
tion starts saying, oh, my gosh, there 
is a question of safety; and they threat-
en to penalize, even prosecute, people 
who bring pharmaceuticals into this 
country. 

My question has been why is it that 
the American people are paying two, 
three, four, five, 10 times as much for 
pharmaceutical products as they are 
paying in Canada right next door or in 
Spain or France or other parts of the 
world? Now we are going to pass a pre-
scription drug bill that does not ad-
dress this problem? The taxpayers are 
going to spend billions, probably tril-

lions, of dollars for pharmaceutical 
products without any real control over 
these expenditures? 

I am not for price controls. I believe 
in the free market system; but at the 
same time, I do not believe the Amer-
ican people should pay exorbitant 
prices for the same product that is 
being sold 50 miles away along the Ca-
nadian border to the Canadian people, 
and when Americans go up there to try 
to save money, because it costs so 
much for their pharmaceutical prod-
ucts, they are going to be penalized for 
it and the FDA says that they cannot 
be reimported into this country, the 
very same products, and they complain 
about safety. 

We found that there has been abso-
lutely no safety problem whatsoever; 
and so at this point, unless we make 
some changes in our prescription drug 
bill, I am not going to vote for it. I am 
not going to vote for a bill that is 
going to charge the American people, 
the American taxpayer, huge amounts 
of money for pharmaceutical products 
for seniors when they can get those 
same products next door for less 
money, and that is just something that 
cannot be tolerated. 

In addition to that, what about the 
rest of us that will not be covered 
under the prescription drug bill? What 
about the rest of Americans that are 
paying these exorbitant prices? Will 
the additional profits that are going to 
be made be passed on to them so that 
they can lower the prices a little bit to 
benefit the seniors who are covered 
under the prescription drug benefits of 
this bill? It is something that we can-
not tolerate. 

We need to address the entire prob-
lem of exorbitant prescription drug 
prices, pharmaceutical prices here in 
the United States.

b 1930 

The gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
GUTKNECHT) has been working on this 
for a long time. I join in his army to 
try to do something about it. We are 
not for price controls but the pharma-
ceutical industry needs to realize we 
are not going to pay exorbitant prices 
when they are not charging the same 
prices in other parts of the world. 

They are saying it is because we 
spend so much on research and develop-
ment. If that is the case, spread it 
around, do not load it on the back of 
the American people. 

In addition to that, many, many of 
these products have been subsidized by 
the American taxpayer through our 
health agencies, Health and Human 
Services. Last night the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. GUTKNECHT) 
talked about one where $500 million 
had been spent on research and devel-
opment, yet Glaxo had a $9 billion prof-
it on this product and they only gave 
$35 million back in royalties to the 
United States Government through 
HHS. Those are things that we cannot 
tolerate. Something has to be done 
about it. We are going to continue to 
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